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We show that the current fluctuations and nonlinear response of Markovian dynamics can be
obtained from a system of polynomial equations. This offers new opportunities for analytical and
numerical results. As an example, we derive new expressions for the current nonlinear response
coefficients.

I. CONTEXT AND OBJECTIVES

Current fluctuations and their nonlinear response capture important dynamical and thermodynamical properties
of stochastic systems. Both fluctuations and their response are closely intertwined, as revealed by the fluctuation
theorem for currents [1]. More recently, we showed that the nonlinear response takes a simple, fully symmetric form
when the system parameters are varied along dynamical equivalence classes [2–4]

However, calculating current fluctutations and these dynamical equivalence classes remain difficult. In the tradi-
tional approach, it requires solving an eigenvalue and eigenvector problem for each value of the counting parameters.
While this can usually be done numerically efficiently, it is difficult to gain additional insights using this approach.

In this paper we formulate the calculation of the current generating function and the associated nonlinear response
as a system of polynomial (cubic) equations. This method is based on a decomposition of Markov dynamics into cycles
[5–7] combined with a partition into dynamical equivalence classes [2, 3]. This approach offers an alternative way to
numerically evaluate these quantities, as well as opportunities to derive new analytical insights. As an example, we
use this formulation to derive new expressions for the nonlinear response coefficients.

II. MARKOV CHAINS AND DECOMPOSITION IN CYCLE MATRICES

We consider a Markov chain characterized by a transition matrix P = (Pij) ∈ RN×N on a finite state space. We
assume that the Markov chain is primitive, i.e. there exists an n0 such that Pn0 has all positive entries. The chain P
thus admits a unique stationary distribution π.

It will be convenient to refer to the associated matrix F such that Fij = πiPij . Each element Fij corresponds to
the steady state probability flux between state i and j. F satisfies∑

i

Fij = πj and
∑
j

Fij = πi (1)

so that
∑
ij Fij = 1. Every matrix F corresponds to a unique chain P and vice versa.

Cohen [5] and Alpern [6] demonstrated that the matrix F can always be decomposed as a combination of cycle
matrices. If [a1, · · · , am] is a sequence of distinct integers chosen from 1, · · · , N , then we define the corresponding
cycle matrix as the N ×N matrix C [a1,··· ,am] given by ca1a2 = ca2a3 = · · · = cama1 = 1/m and 0 otherwise. We say
that ` = m is the length of C. Then, for some vector (λ1, · · · , λl) such that

∑
e λe = 1 and λe ≥ 0, and some cycle

matrices Ce, we have

F =
∑
e

λe C
e . (2)

Note that the decomposition (2) is not unique. In this paper, we will use a decomposition of the form (2) with a clear
thermodynamic interpretation [7–9].

We represent the chain P by a graph where each vertex corresponds to a state and each transition Pij > 0 by an
edge e. Then, for a graph with N vertices and E edges with i 6= j and D edges with i = j, there exists M = E−N+1
independent thermodynamic currents Jα, with each current defined by a fundamental cycle Cα (see Ref. [8] for
details). We then have the following result:

Theorem: Denote by e the set of cycles [i, j] with Pij > 0 (and thus Pji > 0 since P is primitive) and by α the
fundamental cycles. Every matrix F is a convex combination of D+E+M = D+2E−N+1 ≤ 2E−1 cycle matrices

F =
∑
e

λe C
e +

∑
α

λα C
α . (3)
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with
∑
e λe +

∑
α λα = 1 and (λe, λα) ≥ 0.

Demonstration: Combine results from Refs. [7–9, 11].

The representation (3) separates the nonequilibrium components λα = Jα`α from the ’local’ fluxes λe that do not
contribute to the net currents. In particular, F is symmetric and thus corresponds to an equilibrium dynamics if and
only if λα = 0 for all α.

We can also obtain the time reversal of a Markov chain from the decomposition (3). The time reversal of a Markov
chain is defined as

PR = diag(π)−1 PT diag(π) (4)

where π is the stationary distribution of P . Using (3) and noting that (Ce)T = Ce and (Cα)T = Cα
R

where αR is
the reverse cycle [am, · · · , a1], we obtain that the associated flux matrix

FR =
∑
e

λeC
e +

∑
α

λαC
αR

. (5)

The time reversed chain PR therefore has the same thermodynamic currents as P but in the reverse directions. We
will use this observation to reduce the size of computation of the current fluctuations in half.

Example: Transport on a disordered ring. Throughout the paper, we will illustrate our results by looking
at a disordered ring. We consider the Markov chain P representing a ring of length ` = N with periodic boundary
condition and no self-transition: Pij > 0 if |i − j| = 1 or if |i − j| = ` − 1, and 0 otherwise. In this case D = 0 and
E = N so that the system possesses one independent current Jα = J associated with the cycle α = [1, 2, . . . , `] if
J > 0 and [`, . . . , 2, 1] if J < 0. If k denotes the cycles [k, k + 1] (with periodic boundary conditions), we have that
any such ring dynamics can be written as

F = λ[1,2,...,`]C
[1,2,...,`] +

∑
k

λ[k,k+1]C
[k,k+1]

where λ[1,2,...,`] = J` and

C [1,2,...,`] =
1

`


0 1 0 · · · 0

0 0 1
. . . 0

...
. . .

. . . 1
1 0 · · · 0 0

 , C [k,k+1] =
1

2


. . .

0 1
1 0

. . .


where (C [k,k+1])k,k+1 = (C [k,k+1])k+1,k = 1 and 0 otherwise. A similar decomposition applies when J < 0 with

C [1,2,,...,`] replaced by C [`,...,2,1], i.e. the case J < 0 corresponds to the time reversed chain.
The steady state probabilities are readily obtained through Eqs (1), giving πi = λ[1,2,...,`]/`+ λi,i+1/2 + λi−1,i/2.

III. CURRENT FLUCTUTATIONS AND GENERATING FUNCTION

The Markov chain P generates random trajectories i0 → i1 → . . .→ in. The fluctuating currents are then measured
by

Gα(n) =

n∑
l=1

jα(l) , (6)

where jα(l) = ±1 if the transition il−1 → il corresponds to the fundamental edge α in the positive (negative) direction,
and 0 otherwise [8, 12].

The fluctuations of the currents jα can be characterized by the cumulant generating function

q(sss) = lim
n→∞

1

n
ln

〈
exp

(∑
α

sαGα(n)

)〉
. (7)

All the cumulants are obtained by successive derivations with respect to the counting parameters sss.
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The cumulant generating function (7) is given by [4, 12]

q(sss) = ln ρ[P ◦ Z(sss)] , (8)

where ρ(Y ) denotes the spectral radius (i.e. the modulus of the largest eigenvalue) of the operator Y , ◦ is the Hadamar
product of two operators, and

Zij(sss) ≡


exp (+sα) if the transition i→ j corresponds to the edge α in the positive direction,

exp (−sα) if the transition i→ j corresponds to the edge α in the negative direction,

1 otherwise.

The operator P ◦Z is non-stochastic when sss 6= 0. Therefore, its spectral radius, and thus the generating function, often
cannot be resolved analytically. Obtaining the generating function then requires calculating the Perron eigenvalue of
the operator P ◦Z. Note that, as |sss| increases, some elements of P ◦Z become exponentially large while other become
exponentially small, making the numeral evaluation of q difficult.

The Perron eigenvectors xsss define a path in the space of Markov dynamics through

P ∗(sss) =
1

ρ(sss)
diag(xsss)

−1 [P ◦ Z(sss)] diag(xsss) . (9)

These dynamics play a special role in the nonlinear response theory [2, 3]. In particular, the counting parameters sss
correspond to the affinities of these dynamics: AAA[P ∗] = 2sss. We will return to these observations in the next sections.

Example (continued). For the disordered ring, the single independent current can be measured along any edge
i→ i+ 1. Choosing the fundamental transition as α = `→ 1 the current generating function is given by the largest
eigenvalues of

P ◦ Z(s) =


0 P1,2 0 · · · P1,` e−s

P21 0 P23
. . . 0

...
. . .

. . . P`−1,`
P`,1 e+s 0 · · · P`,`−1 0

 .

The affinity of the resulting dynamics (9) takes the value A = 2s.

IV. DYNAMICAL EQUIVALENCE CLASSES AND ALTERNATIVE METHOD TO CALCULATE THE
CURRENT FLUCTUATIONS

In this section we derive an alternative method to calculate the current generating function (7). To this end, we
build on the fact that the dynamics (9) are related through the relation

P ∗ ◦ (P ∗)T (sss) = γ(sss,sss′)P ∗ ◦ (P ∗)T (sss′) (10)

where γ = ρ2(sss′)/ρ2(sss). This relation defines equivalence classes in the space of Markov dynamics [2]. In Ref. [2] we
also proved that the factor γ is related to the current generating function by q = −(1/2) log γ + C.

We now consider the equivalence class [P ] = {P ∗(sss)} and how to generate it using the decomposition (3).

Theorem: Let E = P ◦PT . The equivalence class [P ] is parametrized by the independent currents λα = Jα`α. In
particular the associated dynamics F (λα) ∈ [P ] satisfy

FijFji = γ Eij

(∑
j

Fij

)(∑
i

Fij

)
(11)

for some γ.

Demonstration: The equivalence class (10) is defined by [P ] = {T |TijTji = γEij} for some γ. Inserting the
definition Fij = πiTij and using that

∑
j Fij = πi we obtain equation (11).

This result can now be used to obtain an alternative method to calculate the current fluctuations. For simplicity
we start from an equilibrium dynamics P̄ , the method can be directly extended to cover the case where the starting
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dynamics is out of equilibrium. In addition, we showed that the generating function of an arbitrary nonequilibrium
dynamics can be obtained as the translation of an equilibrium generating function [3].

Alternative method for the calculation of current fluctuations

Let P̄ be an equilibrium dynamics, F̄ =
∑
e λ̄eC

e its associated flux matrix, and E = P̄ ◦ P̄T . We will vary the
thermodynamic currents λα = Jα`α ∈ [0, 1]. For each value of these currents, we consider the D + E + 1 variables
(λλλe, γ).

According to (11), these D + E + 1 variables satisfy the system of D + E + 1 polynomial (cubic) equations{
[λe/2 +

∑
α max(εα(e), 0)λα/`α][λe/2−

∑
α min(εα(e), 0)λα/`α] = γ Eijπ(i)π(j)∑

e λe +
∑
α λα = 1 ,

(12)

where for notation simplicity we introduced π(i) =
∑
j Fij =

∑
j [
∑
e λe(C

e)ij +
∑
α λα(Cα)ij ]. Here the max /min

functions select the positive and negative currents along edge e, respectively. While the equations (12) look compli-
cated, in practice they simplify considerably for a given network topology. Also, they can easily be implemented for
numerical evaluation [10].

The generating function for the dynamic F (λλλ) = F (λλλe,λλλα) is then given by q = −(1/2) ln γ(λλλ). We can then solve
this system for multiple values of the currents λα = Jα`α to obtain the full generating function. In particular, at
equilibrium λλλα = JJJα = 0 and the solution takes the form (λ̄e, 1).

To obtain the parametrization of the generating function in terms of the counting parameters sss, we simply use the
relation 2sss = AAA(JJJ) to obtain q = −(1/2) ln γ[AAA(JJJ)/2].

In other words, we can solve the Perron eigenvalue and eigenvector problem by solving this polynomial system of
D + E + 1 equations. One advantage of this procedure is that all variables are bounded, 0 ≤ λe ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1
(Fig. 1). In this way the system of equation is well-behaved even for large sss, which corresponds to γ → 0 and λk → 0.

Example (continued). For the disordered ring, the system of `+ 1 equations (12) takes the form{
λk(λk + 2λα/`) = γ Ek(λk + λk−1 + 2λα/`)(λk + λk+1 + 2λα/`) for k = 1, ..., `∑
k λk + λα = 1

(13)

where we used that πk = λk/2 + λk−1/2 + λα/`. The current generating function calculated based on this system of
`+ 1 variables is illustrated in Fig. (1).

V. EXPRESSIONS FOR THE NONLINEAR RESPONSE COEFFICIENTS

The current response theory expands the currents as functions of the affinities around equilibrium (AAA = 0):

Jα =

∞∑
l=1

1

l!
Lα,β1...βl

Aβ1
· · · Aβl

, (14)

where we sum over repeated indices. The linear response Lα,β can be expressed as equilibrium correlations [1, 13].
Further away from equilibrium however, the response coefficients depend on how the system parameters are varied
are not thus not uniquely defined [13]. This can be easily understood since there are M = N − E + 1 independent
affinities while there are D+E+M > M independent transition probabilities that define a Markov chain P with the
same network topology. Therefore, there are multiple dynamics that can achieve a set of affinities AAA (Figure 2).

By varying the affinities along the equivalence class (10) the nonlinear response coefficients take the simple form [4]

Lα,β1...βl
= 0 if l is even (15)

Lα,β1...βl
=

(
1

2

)l
Kαβ1...βl

(000) if l is odd. (16)

This shows that all response coefficients Lα,β1...βl
are fully symmetric in (α, β1, ..., βl). In particular, we recover the

Onsager symmetry Lα,β = Lβ,α and the corresponding Green-Kubo formula, Lα,β = (1/2)Kαβ(000). In addition, all
response coefficients are entirely expressed in terms of equilibrium correlations.

In view of these properties, we propose that this form constitutes the ’intrinsic’ nonlinear reponse of a system. By
construction, the system (12) generates the equivalence class (9). We can thus use it to calculate the response theory
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FIG. 1. Transport on a disordered ring. (a) Numerical evaluation of the system (13) as a function of λα = J`. At
equilibrium γ = 1 and decreases to γ = 0 at maximal (irreversible) current λα = 1. (b) Corresponding current generating
function, calculated as q = −(1/2) ln γ with the method (13) (solid line) and the eigenvalue problem (8) (triangles). By the
fluctuation theorem the generating function is symmetric (not shown); the dynamics for negative values of the current are
obtained by the time-reversed dynamics (5). The parameters take the value N = ` = 5, and the equilibrium dynamics is
defined by λ[1,2] = 0.35, λ[2,3] = 0.04, λ[3,4] = 0.12, λ[4,5] = 0.1, λ[5,1] = 0.39, γ = 1.

FIG. 2. Nonlinear response curves for different variations of parameters as a function of the current. (a) Intrinsic
dynamics (9) giving rise to the reponse curve (16). (b) Linear decrease λe(λα) = λ̄e(1−λα). (c) Quadratic interpolation between
λ̄e and λe(λ

′
α) = (1−λ′

α)/N for λα ≤ λ′
α = 0.1 and λe(λ

′
α) = (1−λα)/N for λα ≥ λ′

α. Note that for some parameters variations
the affinity diverges for current values λα < 1. For example, for the path λe(λα) = λ̄e for all e except λ1(λα) = λ̄1 − λα the
dynamics become irreversible at λα = λ̄1 and the affinity diverges at that point (not shown). The equilibrium parameters λ̄e
take the same values as in Figure (1).

(15)-(16).

In addition, we now show how the decomposition (3) provides analytical expressions for the response coefficients.
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It will be easier to consider the series

Aα =

∞∑
l=1

1

l!
Bα,β1...βl

Jβ1
· · · Jβl

, (17)

which expresses the affinities in terms of the currents rather than the currents as function of the affinities as in (14).
We can then reverse the series expansion to express the coefficients Lα,β1...βl

in terms of the coefficients Bα,β1...βl
[14].

We start by noting that the affinities Aα can be written as

Aα =
∑
e

Aeεα(e) (18)

where εα(e) takes the value ±1 if the edge e belongs to Cα in the positive (negative) direction and 0 otherwise [8].
The local affinities Ae are in turn expressed in terms of the positive and negative fluxes along the edge:

Ae(JJJ) = ln

(
λe/2 +

∑
β max[εβ(e), 0]λβ/`β

λe/2−
∑
β min[εβ(e), 0]λβ/`β

)
. (19)

Importantly, the λes are function of the currents, i.e. λe = λe(JJJ), since
∑
e λe +

∑
α λα = 1.

We can then insert (19) into (18) and expand in power series of Jα = λα/`α to express the affinties in terms of the
currents. After some algebra we obtain the linear response coefficients

Bα,β =
∑
e

(
2

λ̄e

)
εα(e)εβ(e) . (20)

These coefficients depend on the equilibrium fluxes λ̄e/2 only, and are thus uniquely defined. This formula was
previously obtained by Hill [13] and Schnakenberg [8].

The second-order coefficients read

Bα,β1β2 = −
∑
e

(
2

λ̄e

)2

εα(e)

(
εβ1(e)

(
λ′e,β2

2

)
− 1

2
u[εβ1(e), εβ2(e)]

)
. (21)

where λ′β = dλ/dJβ and u(a, b) = max(a, 0) max(b, 0) + min(a, 0) min(b, 0). To the best of our knowledge, formula

(21) has not been derived before. We can derive similar expressions for the higher order coefficients using the same
procedure, which will then depend on higher order variations dnλ/dJn.

These results illustrates that the nonlinear response coefficients are not uniquely defined. Indeed, we see that the
response coefficients depend on the path taken in the space of stochastic dynamics (here through λ′) and which can
vary arbitrarily with the current J (while respecting the constraint

∑
e λe+

∑
α λα = 1). For example, if we follow the

’intrinsic’ nonlinear response path defined by (9) the second order coefficient vanishes, Lα,β1β2
= 0, which translates

into Bα,β1β2
= 0.

To recap, these results formulate the calculation of the current fluctuations, equivalence classes, and nonlinear
response using a polynomial system of equations with bounded variables. This formulation is based on combining
(1) a cycle decomposition of stochastic matrices, (2) a representation of these matrices in terms of thermodynamic
currents, and (3) a partition of nonequilibrium reponse based on dynamical equivalence classes. This opens the way
for new analyses of the behavior of nonequilibrium systems, here starting with new expressions for the nonlinear
response coefficients.

The decomposition (3) could also be combined with other methods to calculate the generating function. For
example, it could be used to solve the minimization problem introduced by Shieh, which expresses the calculation of
the spectral radius as the minimization of the Kublack-Leibler distance between two distributions [15, 16].

Disclaimer. This paper is not intended for journal publication.
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